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BACKGROUND 

The S t a t e  E m p l o y e e s '  A s s o c i a t i o n  of N e w  Hampshire, I n c . ,  
Local 1984 (Union) f i l ed  u n f a i r  labor practice (ULP) c h a r g e s  
a g a i n s t  t h e  Town of Exeter (Town) on Februa ry  1 9 ,  1992 a l l e g i n g  
v i o l a t i o n s  of M A  273-A:5 I ( a ) ,  (g) and  ( h )  . The Town f i led i t s  
answer  on March 5 ,  1992.  This  matter w a s  t h e n  h e a r d  by t h e  PELRB 
on May 7 ,  1992 a n d  May 22 ,  1992. 

The PELRB i s sued  i t s  d e c i s i o n  by a 2 t o  1 vote, on December 
2 9 ,  1992 ( D e c i s i o n  No. 92-131.) T h e r e a f t e r ,  t h e  Union requested 
r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n  on  J a n u a r y  5 ,  1993. The Town objected by f i l i n g  
on J a n u a r y  20 ,  1993.  The PELRB d e n i e d  r e h e a r i n g  on J a n u a r y  2 8 ,  
1993.  (Dec i s ion  No. 93-12.)  
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T h i s  case w a s  t hen  appea led  t o  and  accepted by t h e  N e w  
Hampshire Supreme Cour t .  By d e c i s i o n  of March 23 ,  1995, t h e  
Supreme C o u r t  reversed and remanded on l i m i t e d  i s s u e s  c o n c e r n i n g  
t h e  commission of u n f a i r  l a b o r  practices. (139 N . H .  441.) After 
a c o n t i n u a n c e  s o u g h t  by and g r a n t e d  t o  t h e  par t ies ,  t h i s  matter 
w a s  h e a r d  by t h e  PELRB on remand on October 5 ,  1995.  

DECISION AND ORDER 

A t  t h e  open ing  of t h e  remand h e a r i n g  on October 5,  1995,  
c o u n s e l  f o r  t h e  Union, r e p r e s e n t i n g  t h a t  h e  w a s  s p e a k i n g  f o r  a l l  
parties i n v o l v e d ,  reported t o  t h e  PELRB t h a t  t h e  parties h a d  
reached a s e t t l e m e n t  of a l l  u n r e s o l v e d  i s s u e s  t h e  p r ior  e v e n i n g  
a n d  t h a t  t h e  h e a r i n g  on remand would n o t  be r e q u i r e d .  H e  t h e n  
moved t h a t  t h i s  m a t t e r  be withdrawn f r o m  t h e  PELRB’s d o c k e t  of 
cases. 

The PELRB t h e n  GRANTED t h e  Motion t o  Withdraw and  directed 
t h a t  t h i s  m a t t e r  be removed from i t s  docket of cases w i t h o u t  
f u r t h e r  a c t i o n .  

So ordered. 

S i g n e d  t h i s  1 9 t h  day o f  October ,  1995.-

By unanimous vote. Chairman E d w a r d  J. Haselt i n e  p r e s i d i n g .  
Members E .  V i n c e n t  H a l l  and W i l l i a m  Kidder p r e s e n t  and  v o t i n g .  


